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prince-, and that the deeds which passed between him
and the board, upon the transfer of the zemindary in
1775, were not to be understood to bear the quality
and force of a treaty upon optional conditions be-
tween equal states ; that the payments to be made by
him were not a tribute, but a rent; and that the in-
struments by which his territories were conveyed to
him did not differ from common grants to zemindars
who were merely subjects; but that, being nothing
more than a common zemindar and mere subject, and
the Company holding the acknowledged rights of his
former sovereign, held an absolute authority over him;
that, in the known relations of zemindar to the sov-
ereign authority, or power delegated by it, he owed a
personal allegiance and an implicit and unreserved obe-
dience to that authority, at the forfeiture of his zem-
indary, and even of his life and property."   Where-
as the said Hastings did well know, that, whether the
payments from the Rajah were called rent or tribute,
having been frequently by himself called the one and
the other, and that of whatever nature the instru-
ments by which he held might have been, he did not
eonsider him as a common zemindar or landholder,
but as far independent as a tributary prince could
be: for he did assign as a reason for receiving his
rent rather within the Company's province than in
his own capital, that it would not " frustrate the in-
tention of rendering the Rajah independent; that, if
a Resident was appointed to receive the money as it
became due at Benares, such a Resident would una-
voidably acquire an influence over the Rajah, and
over his country, which would in effect render Mm
the master of both; that this consequence might not,
perhaps, be brought completely to pass without a